Introduction {#S0001}
============

Drug-resistant tuberculosis (DR-TB) is a major global public health challenge.[@CIT0001] China has the second highest DR-TB burden worldwide, with 73,000 reported cases in 2017.[@CIT0001] DR-TB patients experience a long treatment duration, severe adverse drug reactions, and a heavy economic burden.[@CIT0002] For DR-TB patients, effective adaptation is crucial to prevent disease progression.[@CIT0003]

The Roy adaptation model (RAM) was proposed by Callista Roy. According to this model, adaptation is defined as the ability of an individual to adjust to the environment and to maintain the optimal state of the individual's body and mind. The RAM suggests that all humans have certain needs that they need to meet to maintain integrity. These needs are met through the four modes of adaptation, namely, the physiologic, self-concept, role function, and interdependence modes.[@CIT0004],[@CIT0005] Maladaptation presents in several ways, including physical discomfort, psychological distress, individual role reversal and interpersonal breakdown.[@CIT0006] Maladaptation increases disease recurrence and mortality; conversely, successful adjustment accelerates recovery.[@CIT0007] Being diagnosed with DR-TB is a strong emergent stimulus and an extremely stressful experience for patients.[@CIT0008] DR-TB patients suffer from fear, stigma, interpersonal breakdown, severe adverse drug reactions and, consequently, maladaptation (e.g., a serious decline in treatment confidence, poor drug compliance and a heavy psychological burden),[@CIT0002],[@CIT0003],[@CIT0009] thus leading to worse treatment outcomes and a lower quality of life.[@CIT0010] Providing biopsychosocial care for DR-TB patients in hospitals and communities is a crucial issue.[@CIT0011] It is vital for health service providers to assess the performance of patients' adaptation status and to evaluate the adjustment level, thus managing maladaptation and promoting patients' well condition during their treatment journey.

Examining patients' adaptation status is premised on effective and reasonable assessment instruments. Several adjustment assessment tools are available for adaptation status assessment, such as the scales for patients with stoma,[@CIT0011] patients with chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD),[@CIT0012] antenatal patients[@CIT0013] and patients with cancer.[@CIT0014] However, these scales are related to specific disease categories, and to date, relevant research focused on a TB patient adjustment scale has not been conducted. It is necessary to develop an adaptation status scale for the DR-TB population.

The RAM concepts of stimuli, coping mechanisms, and modes of adaptation have been translated into several middle-range concepts and measured using new and existing instruments.[@CIT0015] Based on the RAM, we developed an adjustment scale for DR-TB patients (AS-DRTBP) based on the following steps: a literature review, expert consultation, and pretesting. The reliability and validity of the scale were evaluated by calculating the internal consistency and reliability coefficients and by conducting exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA).

Materials and Methods {#S0002}
=====================

Participants {#S0002-S2001}
------------

A convenience sampling strategy was used to recruit participants with DR-TB from six institutions in Shaanxi Province (Shaanxi Province Tuberculosis Hospital, Xi'an Chest Hospital, Huashan Hospital, and the designated TB hospitals of the Baqiao District, Weiyang District and Lianhu District) between January 2018 and May 2019.

The inclusion criteria were (a) having a confirmed diagnosis of TB infection with DR-TB, including rifampicin-resistant TB (RR-TR) or multidrug-resistant TB (MDR-TB), (b) being 18 years of age or older, (c) being conscious and able to answer questions (with the researchers reading the scale to elderly or illiterate participants), and (d) being willing to participate in the study and signing the written informed consent form. Considering that patients diagnosed with extensively drug-resistant TB (XDR-TB) often suffer from more serious conditions and complications, this study excluded patients with XDR-TB and other patients designated for intensive care.

In factor analysis, five participants per item is the minimum recommended sample size. Since the expected number of items was 33, a minimum of 165 participants were required.[@CIT0016] It has been widely acknowledged that the EFA and CFA samples should be two independent samples, with sizes of at least 100 participants[@CIT0017] and 200 participants,[@CIT0018] respectively. Taken together, assuming a 20% non-response rate, a minimum sample size of 360 was required.

Scale Development {#S0002-S2002}
-----------------

### Theoretical Framework {#S0002-S2002-S3001}

The AS-DRTBP was developed based on the theory of the RAM. Roy first published the RAM in 1970 and since then has continuously updated it.[@CIT0019] The RAM strengthens the adaptive level and process of people as an adaptive system facing various stimuli in the environment from a holistic perspective.[@CIT0005] According to the RAM, humans are considered an adaptive system. After stimulation by external and internal environments, the human body responds through a physiological regulation system and a cognitive regulation system that can generate changes in physiological function, self-concept, role function and interdependence. Finally, the body generates an adaptive response or an ineffective response.[@CIT0006] In recent years, the RAM has been used to guide the development of prenatal assessment tools for pregnant women and the development of tools for studying stoma patients[@CIT0020] and cancer patients,[@CIT0014] among others. Patients living with DR-TB suffer from changes related to physiology, psychology, role and society, and they need to adjust and adapt to these changes, which are consistent with the four adaptation modes of Roy's adaptation theory. Therefore, this study used Roy's adaptation theory to guide the development of the AS-DRTBP. Based on the four adaptation modes, the framework of the AS-DRTBP is divided into four sections: physiological function, self-concept, role function, and interdependence.

### Development of the Item Pool {#S0002-S2002-S3002}

A literature review and individual in-depth interviews were conducted to generate the initial item pool of the AS-DRTBP. The literature review included studies on the adjustment of patients, changes in the physiology, psychology, role and interpersonal relationships of DR-TB patients and the development of specific scales, identifying fields involving DR-TB patient adjustment. For the interviews, we recruited a convenience sample of 23 DR-TB patients to explore the changes and coping methods they experienced during their disease journey. At the end of this step, a draft of the AS-DRTBP, consisting of 32 candidate items, was formed.

### Delphi Method {#S0002-S2002-S3003}

The Delphi method was used to select the items of the AS-DRTBP. Twelve experts with expertise in TB control and care in China (four TB prevention and control researchers, four clinical diagnosis and treatment physicians, two TB educators, and two nurse consultants in TB) evaluated the item pool of the scale. Two rounds of Delphi method expert letter consultation by email were used to screen the items in the AS-DRTBP. In each round, the experts were required to rate the importance of each item on a five-point Likert scale ranging from 1=least relevant to 5=most relevant. Items with an assigned average item score \> 3.50, a coefficient of variation (CV) \< 0.25 and an item-level content validity index (I-CVI, defined as the proportion of experts who rated the item as 4 or 5) \> 0.78 were retained. The accuracy and clarity of the items were also evaluated by the experts.[@CIT0021] After the two-round Delphi consultation, there were a total of 33 items, and these items formed the initial AS-DRTBP: 2 items for physiological function, 8 items for self-concept, 15 items for role function and 8 items for interdependence.

### Pilot Study {#S0002-S2002-S3004}

A pilot study of the AS-DRTBP was conducted at Xi'an Chest Hospital, Shaanxi Province, China, in June 2018. A convenience sampling method was used to survey 59 DR-TB patients to complete the prefinal version of the AS-DRTBP for testing the clarity and intelligibility of the items, the layout of the scale and the time needed to complete the test. The respondents were 18--67 years of age, and the mean age was 35.95 years (SD = 12.45). All of the patients who participated in the pilot study provided general demographic data and completed the initial draft of the AS-DRTBP in 15--18 min. The respondents showed few problems with the intelligibility and clarity of the items, and they presented a good acceptance of the scale. After revising the expression of some items based on feedback, the test version of the AS-DRTBP, consisting of 33 items, was established.

Data Collection {#S0002-S2003}
---------------

The research team that administered the questionnaire was composed of three trained researchers. We distributed the questionnaires to the patients in a face-to-face manner and acquired written informed consent prior to the survey. The questionnaire was composed of three parts: demographic data, the AS-DRTBP and the adjustment scale. The AS-DRTBP consisted of four sections: physiological function, self-concept, role function and interdependence. The physiological function section included multiple choice questions whose scores were summed. In contrast, a five-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) was used to quantify the results of the other three parts. The adjustment scale was a general scale measuring the patient's adaptive level.[@CIT0015] It consisted of a single item and a ten-point rating scale ranging from 1 (not well) to 10 (very well), with a lower number indicating more compromised life processes and a higher number indicating the opposite. The adjustment scale has been used to measure adjustment to living with spinal cord injury among spinal cord-injured individuals.[@CIT0022],[@CIT0023]

Data Analysis {#S0002-S2004}
-------------

Data analyses were performed using IBM SPSS (version 22.0) and AMOS (version 20.0). Descriptive statistics were used to describe the demographic variables.

### Item Analysis {#S0002-S2004-S3001}

A quantitative method was used to verify the fitness of the items, thus examining whether an item should be removed or retained in this study. An item was removed if it met one or more of the following criteria: (1) the mean of the item was extreme, or its variance was zero; (2) the critical ratio (CI) value of an item was found to be nonsignificant; or (3) the correlation coefficient between the item and the total score was not significant.[@CIT0024]

### Validity Analysis {#S0002-S2004-S3002}

#### Content Validity {#S0002-S2004-S3002-S4001}

Content validity was assessed in the final round of the Delphi survey. The experts were required to verify the relevance and importance of each item using a five-point Likert scale. The proportions of items given a rating of 4 or 5 by all experts were computed to determine the I-CVI. The average content validity index of each item represented the content validity index at the scale level (S-CVI). A statistically acceptable I-CVI should be \> 0.78, and a statistically acceptable S-CVI should be \> 0.90.[@CIT0021]

#### Construct Validity {#S0002-S2004-S3002-S4002}

The construct validity of the scale was tested by the total samples, which were randomly divided into two parts (N1 = 206, N2 = 227). One group of patients (N1 = 206) was used to perform the EFA, while the other group (N2 = 227) was used to perform the CFA. The number and nature of the potential factors in the scale were determined by the EFA. The factors of the scale were extracted by principal component factor analysis with the varimax orthogonal rotation method. Prior to performing EFA, the Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) test for sampling adequacy and Bartlett's test of sphericity were conducted. If Bartlett's test of sphericity obtained a result of *p*\<0.05 and the KMO value was \> 0.6, then the data were suitable for EFA.[@CIT0025] The number of potential factors was determined according to the following criteria: (a) an eigenvalue \> 1.0 and (b) a scree plot representing all factors above the elbow or a break in the plot.[@CIT0026] Items were retained if they met the following two criteria: (a) a factor loading \> 0.4 without a crossing factor and (b) a conceptual coherence of the items with their corresponding factors.[@CIT0027],[@CIT0028] The factor structure of the scale identified in the EFA was verified by a CFA. As the sample data (N2 = 227) did not have a normal distribution, the parameters of this model were estimated by the generalized least squares (GLS) method.[@CIT0027] Model fitness was evaluated by the minimum discrepancy divided by its degrees of freedom (CMIN/DF), the goodness of fit index (GFI), the adjusted goodness of fit index (AGFI), and the root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA). If the CMIN/DF \< 2 (*p*\>0.05), the GFI and AGFI \> 0.90, and the RMSEA \< 0.08, then the data indicate a good model fit.[@CIT0029]

#### Concurrent Validity {#S0002-S2004-S3002-S4003}

Concurrent validity was assessed by the Spearman correlation coefficient between the AS-DRTBP scores and the adjustment scale scores as well as the factor scores.

### Reliability Analysis {#S0002-S2004-S3003}

The Cronbach's alpha coefficient, split-half reliability coefficient and test-retest reliability coefficient were calculated to evaluate the reliability of the AS-DRTBP. The split-half reliability method was used to divide the scale items of the AS-DRTBP into odd-even parts according to the number, and then, the correlation of the score between the two parts was computed. Test-retest reliability was assessed by randomly selecting 51 DR-TB patients from the total number of participants. These patients were assessed again two weeks later. The interclass correlation coefficient (ICC) of the scores was calculated to determine the test-retest reliability of the scale. A statistically acceptable reliability coefficient of the total scale should be \> 0.70, and a statistically acceptable reliability coefficient of a subscale should be \> 0.6.[@CIT0030]

Results {#S0003}
=======

Participants' Demographic Characteristics {#S0003-S2001}
-----------------------------------------

A total of 456 participants were recruited for the field test. A total of 442 participants completed the AS-DRTBP; thus, the response rate was 96.93%. The researchers checked the questionnaires before entering the data. Nine invalid questionnaires with obvious response rules were excluded. The valid AS-DRTBP sample size was 433, which was more than the minimum required number of participants. Overall, the respondents were 18--78 years of age, and the mean age was 34.92 years (SD = 14.35). The mean age of the DR-TB patients was basically similar to that of patients in other provinces in China.[@CIT0031],[@CIT0032] The mean ages of the respondents in the EFA and CFA groups were 35.56 years (SD = 15.22) and 34.34 years (SD = 13.52), respectively. The demographic characteristics of the EFA, CFA and total samples are shown in [Table 1](#T0001){ref-type="table"}. In the EFA (N1 = 206) and CFA samples (N2 = 227), the differences in demographic characteristics such as gender, age, educational level, nationality, marriage, residence, patient type, economic income, and insurance type were not statistically significant.Table 1Demographic Characteristics of ParticipantsTotal (N=433)EFA (N1=206)CFA (N2=227)*χ*^2^*/z*p**Gender**0.4810.488 Male268131137 Female1657590**Age** (Mean ± SD)34.92±14.3535.56±15.2234.34±13.52−0.4600.645**Education background**1.0890.896 Primary School or below331716 Junior High School984850 Senior High School1155362 Junior college964848 Bachelor's Degree or above914051**Nationality**0.0290.865 Han421200221 Minority1266**Marriage**0.9610.811 Unmarried18483101 Married238118120 Divorced523 Spouses loss633**Residence**0.1800.671 Urban20892106 Rural225114121**Patient type**0.0330.856 Outpatient924349 Inpatient341163178**Economic income**1.0620.900 ≤1999 yuan1336271 2000--4999 yuan208103105 5000--9999 yuan753441 ≥10,000 yuan17710**Insurance type**3.2540.776 Public pay844 Rural cooperative medical care241116125 Urban residents medical insurance1306169 Commercial insurance954 Self-pay331320

Item Analysis {#S0003-S2002}
-------------

The means of all items ranged from 1.24 to 3.62. There were no items with a variance of 0. The CI values of all items except for item C10 were significant; the item-total correlations of all items except for item C10 were significant. According to the criteria mentioned above, item C10 (After I recovered from my illness, I can continue to take on my original job and family responsibilities) was removed. Finally, 32 items were retained. [Table 2](#T0002){ref-type="table"} shows the results of the item analysis.Table 2Results of Item AnalysisItemMean (SD)CI ValueItem--Total CorrelationA11.55 (0.74)4.479\*0.230\*A21.24 (0.50)3.378\*0.062\*B12.84 (1.17)12.031\*0.589\*B22.76 (1.17)14.226\*0.626\*B32.93 (1.17)10.821\*0.562\*B43.00 (1.20)10.527\*0.569\*B52.74 (1.06)13.590\*0.639\*B62.76 (1.14)11.213\*0.579\*B73.24 (1.24)9.016\*0.537\*B83.62 (1.08)5.397\*0.438\*C12.40 (1.10)13.318\*0.598\*C22.44 (1.09)9.471\*0.476\*C31.96 (0.92)11.994\*0.579\*C41.99 (0.88)14.068\*0.680\*C51.93 (0.86)11.628\*0.639\*C61.97 (0.91)12.007\*0.628\*C71.92 (0.87)10.465\*0.603\*C82.12 (0.95)9.629\*0.560\*C92.20 (0.97)10.777\*0.591\*C102.87 (1.17)−0.242−0.111C111.97 (0.89)10.611\*0.587\*C122.06 (0.92)12.788\*0.587\*C132.01 (0.89)11.778\*0.610\*C141.93 (0.85)12.029\*0.622\*C152.30 (1.03)14.138\*0.637\*D22.34 (0.93)7.783\*0.410\*D32.15 (0.84)8.598\*0.451\*D42.10 (0.82)7.276\*0.362\*D52.18 (0.79)7.116\*0.378\*D61.98 (0.79)8.205\*0.391\*D71.98 (0.80)7.363\*0.387\*D81.94 (0.79)8.175\*0.405\*D92.25 (1.04)6.315\*0.292\*[^1][^2]

Assessing the Psychometric Properties of the Scale {#S0003-S2003}
--------------------------------------------------

### Content Validity {#S0003-S2003-S3001}

In the final round of Delphi consultation, the CVI ranged from 0.80 to 1.00 for each item, and the average CVI for all items of the scale was 0.92. The results showed that the majority of experts assessed the items on the scale with a rating of "quite important" or "most important", indicating strong agreement among the specialists and, therefore, high content validity.

### Construct Validity by EFA {#S0003-S2003-S3002}

The KMO result was 0.85, and the result of Bartlett's test of sphericity was significant (*χ*^2^= 4341.006, *p*\<0.001), demonstrating that the sample data were suitable for factor analysis. To obtain the best factor structure, the stepwise deletion method in the EFA program was used for the 32 items of the scale. Prior to the final factor analysis, six items were removed because they had cross-loadings or did not conceptually fit with the other items pertaining to the same factor. Ultimately, four factors with eigenvalues \> 1 were generated, and 26 items accounting for 64.605% of the variance were retained. The results showed that the factor loading of each item was above 0.4 and without cross-loadings. Cattell's scree plot ([Figure 1](#F0001){ref-type="fig"}) presented a clear break after the fourth component. As shown in [Table 3](#T0003){ref-type="table"}, based on the factor loading results and the item contents, factor 1 (10 items) was named "role function", factor 2 (7 items) was named "self-concept", factor 3 (7 items) was named "interdependence", and factor 4 (2 items) was named "physiological function".Table 3Results of Exploratory Factor AnalysisItemF1F2F3F4C5I am unwilling to continue taking medicine by the prescribed dosage (such as reducing or stopping medicine) when I get better.**0.860**0.112−0.0170.042C11I am unwilling to continue with regular reviews.**0.851**0.0430.0780.024C14I am unwilling to cooperate with the examination and treatment.**0.832**−0.0410.063−0.090C12I am unwilling to receive diagnosis and treatment in the designated tuberculosis hospital.**0.825**0.0590.128−0.130C13I am unwilling to accept the management and guidance of TB control personnel.**0.804**0.0140.152−0.073C4I am unwilling to seek medical treatment in time when I get worse or when adverse reactions occur.**0.802**0.1320.0850.098C6I am unwilling to take actions to prevent transmission, such as wearing a mask in public places and spitting everywhere.**0.792**0.1810.014−0.029C7I am unwilling to maintain good living habits, such as opening windows frequently and quitting smoking and drinking.**0.790**0.118−0.0730.080C3I am unwilling to take medicine regularly (refers to not using medication intermittently at will or stopping medicine without reason).**0.705**0.177−0.0530.058C8Visits and treatment were affected because of work and study.**0.647**0.0680.0070.010B1I am feeling afraid, depressed and melancholy.0.072**0.824**0.0780.110B4I feel like I am a burden to my family or those who are close to me.0.050**0.819**0.0370.026B2The isolation (such as living in different rooms and having separate eating utensils) makes me feel lonely and inferior.0.163**0.816**0.0230.074B5It feels like people around me (friends, colleagues, neighbours) are trying to avoid me.0.190**0.791**−0.006−0.047B3I fear that my illness will not be cured or will relapse.0.040**0.779**0.0510.131B6My spirits are flagging.0.141**0.745**0.085−0.003B7I worry that the disease will affect my future work, study, mate selection and fertility.0.034**0.706**0.069−0.012D6The medical staff can understand my feeling of illness, and they offer words of comfort and encouragement.−0.0150.061**0.862**0.129D5The medical staff can provide information support, such as treatment and health knowledge.0.0690.085**0.840**0.068D7The medical staff can standardize the management, supervision and assistance of my treatment.0.1030.041**0.824**0.024D3Family members can share housework and supervise me in taking medicine.0.049−0.020**0.815**−0.061D4My ward mate can share the treatment experience with me and talk with me about the troubles and worries associated with the disease.0.0760.032**0.775**0.168D2Relatives and friends can give me emotional care.0.0480.134**0.695**−0.174D8Social medical insurance (new rural cooperative medical insurance, medical insurance for urban residents, etc.) and commercial insurance can solve the cost problem of treatment.−0.0370.020**0.671**−0.009A1The following questions relate to common symptoms of TB. Please select your current symptoms (multiple choices)\
(1) Cough (2) Expectoration (3) Fever (4) Chest pain\
(5) Weakness (6) Asthma (7) Diarrhoea (8) Dyspnea\
(9) Night sweats (10) Appetite decreases\
(11) Weight Loss (12) Haemoptysis or Haemosputum\
(13) Abnormal menstruation (female) (14) Others0.0550.073−0.033**0.825**A2The following questions relate to common adverse reactions to drug therapy. Please select your current adverse reactions (multiple choices).\
(1) Dizziness (2) Abnormal renal function\
(3) Abnormal liver function (4) Gastrointestinal reaction\
(5) Arthralgia (6) Dark yellow skin (7) Fever\
(8) Drug allergy (9) Abnormal blood routine\
(10) Hypokalemia (11) Impaired vision, blurring of vision\
(12) Dysaudia (13) Peripheral polyneuritis (14) Others−0.0600.1100.129**0.787Eigenvalue**7.2284.3763.7831.410**Contribution rate (%)**27.80016.83114.5505.424**Cumulative contribution rate (%)**27.80044.63159.18164.605[^3] Figure 1Cattell's scree plot.

### Construct Validity by CFA {#S0003-S2003-S3003}

The CFA model of the AS-DRTBP consisted of four factors and 26 items. An acceptable model fit was indicated by CMIN/DF = 1.681, GFI = 0.832, AGFI = 0.799, and RMSEA = 0.055. [Figure 2](#F0002){ref-type="fig"} shows the standardized path diagram of the CFA model.Figure 2The standardized path diagram of the confirmatory factor analysis.**Note:** A1 to D7 represents the items of AS-DRTBP, F1 to F4 represents the four factors of AS-DRTBP.

### Concurrent Validity {#S0003-S2003-S3004}

Concurrent validity was assessed by Spearman's rank correlation analysis due to the non-normally distributed scores of the AS-DRTBP and the adjustment scale (*p*\<0.10). As shown in [Table 4](#T0004){ref-type="table"}, the correlation coefficient between the total scores of the AS-DRTBP and the adjustment scale was 0.355, and the correlation coefficient between the scores of each subscale of the AS-DRTBP and the adjustment scale ranged from 0.165 to 0.292.Table 4Concurrent Validity (the Correlation Between the Scores of as-DRTBP and the Adjustment Scale)DimensionSpearman's Rho Correlation CoefficientsPhysiological function0.165\*Self-concept0.279\*Role function0.292\*Interdependence0.279\*\*Total0.355\*[^4]

### Reliability Analysis {#S0003-S2003-S3005}

As shown in [Table 5](#T0005){ref-type="table"}, the Cronbach's alpha coefficient was 0.893 for the total scale and ranged between 0.606 and 0.940 for each of the dimensions. The split-half reliability coefficient of the AS-DRTBP was 0.954 and ranged between 0.610 and 0.953 for each of the dimensions. The test-retest reliability coefficient of the total scale over a two-week interval for the 51-patient subsample was 0.853 and ranged between 0.716 and 0.820 for each of the dimensions.Table 5Reliability of the AS-DRTBPDimensionNumber of ItemsCronbach's αSplit-Half ReliabilityTest-Retest ReliabilityPhysiological function20.6060.6100.820\*Self-concept70.9140.9270.802\*Role function100.9400.9530.716\*Interdependence70.9160.9370.820\*Total260.8930.9540.853\*[^5]

Discussion {#S0004}
==========

To the best of our knowledge, little research has focused on the development of a questionnaire for the adaptation status with respect to DR-TB. In this study, we developed a novel instrument consisting of 26 items and evaluated its reliability and validity. The AS-DRTBP was proven to be both reliable and valid for measuring the performance of adaptation status in patients living with DR-TB.

The split-half reliability coefficient and Cronbach's alpha coefficient for the total scale were 0.954 and 0.893, respectively, and for each dimension, these values ranged from 0.610 to 0.954 and from 0.606 to 0.940, respectively. The reliability validation results fulfilled the requirement of a reliability coefficient \> 0.7 for the total scale and a reliability coefficient \> 0.6 for each dimension of the scale,[@CIT0033] indicating satisfactory internal consistency. The overall test-retest reliability coefficient was 0.853, and the correlation coefficient of each dimension was between 0.716 and 0.820, indicating that the scale had acceptable stability over time.

Content validity refers to the degree to which a tool has an appropriate sample of items for the construct being measured.[@CIT0021] In this study, the most commonly used and convincing approach, the Delphi method, was applied to assess the content validity of the AS-DRTBP.[@CIT0034] For the conventional Delphi method, a sufficient number of experts and a heterogeneous sample were used to ensure that the entire spectrum of opinions was effective.[@CIT0035] Previous research has shown that the Delphi panel size requirements are modest and that a group size of 10 to 18 members is a fairly safe choice. In our study, the number of experts, 12, was within the recommended range.[@CIT0036],[@CIT0037] Moreover, the experts in this study included TB preventive and control experts, clinicians, educators and nurses, covering a wide range of occupations and ensuring sample heterogeneity. In this study, the S-CVI was 0.9, and the I-CVI ranged from 0.80 to 1.00. The results met the criteria of acceptability (S-CVI \> 0.90, I-CVI \>0.78), indicating that the AS-DRTBP can accurately measure the true content of the adaptation level of TB patients.

Construct validity was evaluated by EFA and CFA. The EFA generated a clear four-factor solution consistent with theoretical concepts; the factors were named "role function", "self-concept", "interdependence" and "physiological function".[@CIT0026] The four factors accounted for 64.61% of the total variance, which was higher than the criterion of 60%,[@CIT0027] indicating that the common factors extracted were reliable. The factor loading for each item was greater than 0.4 and without cross-loadings, suggesting tight relationships between the items and the factors. In general, these four factors represent the overall structure of the scale.

A CFA was performed to confirm the structure of the scale for the other sample. The CFA results revealed that CMIN/DF was 1.681, which met the criterion of less than 2.[@CIT0038] The RMSEA was 0.055, which met the criterion of less than 0.08, indicating a reasonable model fit. The GFI was 0.832, and the AGFI was 0.799; these results deviated from the ideal standard of 0.90 but fell within the acceptable range.[@CIT0033] Overall, the CFA showed that the fitting effect of the model was acceptable and that the structure of the scale was consistent with the theoretical concept.

The concurrent validity results demonstrated moderate correlations between the total scores of the AS-DRTBP and the adjustment scale and low correlations between the AS-DRTBP subscales and the adjustment scale. The adjustment scale was a general scale and measured the overall adaptation level, while the AS-DRTBP showed the adaptation issues that DR-TB patients suffered and measured patients' TB-specific adjustment condition. The result of moderate correlations may partly reflect the specificity of the AS-DRTBP.

Implications for Clinical Practice {#S0004-S2001}
----------------------------------

Successful adaptation to a disease is helpful for maintaining physical and mental health, thus accelerating disease rehabilitation. Early detection of the maladaptation of DR-TB patients and timely intervention are beneficial for maintaining the balanced life of patients. This study provides a simple, practical tool, the AS-DRTBP, for evaluating the adaptation status in patients with DR-TB. For clinical application, health care providers can use it to assess baseline data and the intervention effect on the adaptation status. For scientific research, the AS-DRTBP enriches the application scope of the RAM and provides a reference for the development of adaptation scales for other specific diseases. We excluded XDR-TB patients from participation in this study. Most of these patients were recurrent patients or MDR-TB patients who experienced treatment failure or relapse. Additionally, some XDR-TB patients often suffer from more serious conditions and live with complications, and some of them may be unable to complete investigations.[@CIT0039],[@CIT0040] Thus, the accuracy of the AS-DRTBP may be affected. The applicability of the AS-DRTBP in XDR-TB patients could be validated in further research to determine whether it is necessary to develop a special scale for XDR-TB patients.

Several limitations of this study must be noted. First, we carried out field testing only at tuberculosis hospitals in Shaanxi Province; thus, in further studies, researchers can expand the samples to other regions of China. Second, the correlation coefficient between the items of the physiological function dimension and the total score of the adjustment scale was 0.165, which may be because the physiological function dimension contains only objective indicators while the other dimensions contain subjective factors. A moderate correlation between the total scores of the AS-DRTBP and the adjustment scale showed that the concurrent validity was acceptable.

Conclusion {#S0005}
==========

The AS-DRTBP was developed following scale development steps based on the theory of the RAM. The scale includes 26 items divided into 4 dimensions, including role function, self-concept, interdependence and physiological function. The present study showed that the AS-DRTBP has good validity and reliability. The AS-DRTBP can be used by researchers, educators and clinicians as a tool for baseline data collection and intervention evaluations. The AS-DRTBP can be applied to investigate the adaptation status of DR-TB patients but not XDR-TB patients. The applicability of the AS-DRTBP in XDR-TB patients could be validated in further research.
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[^1]: **Note:** \*P\<0.001.

[^2]: **Abbreviation:** SD, standard deviation.

[^3]: **Note:** The bolded number represents the maximum factor loading of an item, which corresponds to the factor in the related column.

[^4]: **Note:** \*P\<0.001.

[^5]: **Note:** \*Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
